10/11/09 


Dear Jim, 



him. i)i« Ovher obliterated names might be associates or codefendants in the case r'atchen 
was handling' for hi.: cousin. 

Vlhat you sent me is the single page attached to the FBI letter. 

Chut page, however, is incomplete. It does not include tins supervisor's response 
to tlie SAC with regard to Forerun tolruro. 

And the response is incomplete. I nwm the response to you, because it does not 
include Houston's response to FBHiQ. , 

Telaurs also required iqractBBi approoval and souetimes the unproved request for 
permission. 

Then there is the matter of whose telaurs. Local police also did that and not 
uncommonly informed the FBI. I presume the loc 1 police had the desire at least. 

1 don,t lmoH what you aro following or seeking but boor in mind that the locals in 
emphis did have Foreman's suite at the Poabody wired for sound. By sounce is excellent- 
the borhter of a prosecutor. 

.they d lie about ito as would the FBI, because; that would give Jimmy a ne trial. 

And they'd hide it to lie, both local and FBIH<*. Mostly likely hiding places if 
filedi at all are the 80 files in the field offices and (36 at FBIH(<. If not hidden, then 
of course tliey’d be in main filed denied or lied about. 

Remember BJ's great reluctance to pay any attention to what he got on Foreman 
that Steven "uke told it about. Under ttleindienat. That could, of course, have related to 
the May prosecution but they wero prosecuting Foreman litter. Or at least giving tha+ 


appearance. 



